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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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Ko 15 BB, B AENRE S M T — 0L
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17 BEFERZLNN, RE2ZERRBEHIRE T A
AR KL B2A R IFEPISE IS I 1954 453818 T .0
B, BHE TR 58 W ik AR I J5 X (vl B B
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T 1961 SEARAG M K 2241 5 1) o3 Lo B2 2
AL, HIESE R T B D2 AR M Tl I 25, BEED
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BRI R T HER S S ) , %B 5 kB R 5T
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ARG EENFIEGEREGEER. YEEMELR
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1 & (Kahneman et al. ,1992)
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1969 4£,35 Z R e S AL R ER TRl A
PR — R BRI, X —~EEE M EE L
R R SERREEE A C MR AP L S
TIRAER . AR 32 B R IR B4 (Tversky ) {15
T3 E B R R, R8O B 5 5 g 340 1 4
HMHHZE, B, WAFFE TRKETRIEHE
YIEAE, AT W 5 F0M | e 435 P SR S o 4 5k
W T HRIE R B W BB SR, I B T
N R M FIW SRR SR

1971 &, “HFREA - RS T &E N KR e
S SRR EALE O A A T QLA A )) B
RETHATEIERME RIS 3C: “ X /NEN
/4" (Tversky & Kahneman,1971) , AL TF /8 T 1%
PR L SR REESEL . 1974
£, RS 5RRITEERY) ERRT “AHE
BT AR B R X 5wRE", I T Bk 51k
ZWRE, EFsch, e g MR R H T
=E AR &, RERER 2L SR kX,
W S, KRR 22 AT 2SR
BATEZREE AR B, BERELZKEE LS
B AL SR AW 34 & AR BT BB ; AR E iR R AR
A Wi T S AR AR — LR 25 B MRS R i 4 o
SFIWT— R 2 551 BB BRSSO 5 T
B R SREE N AR A B B L — N i
H(H) NEE, RGN B RIHTIFATS M BT
TR F, ATE S SRR R LR HE
PR R AR T R A RAL N AT AN 28 4, T IR
TR HABATE T H 5%, ks b o Lz it
HEMATE R A, B S M7 R <1 8 a8
WER MR, XME2LEERXNEEER
(Tversky & Kahneman, 1974 ), % [R]_EiRiEiA =Fp
IR AR A MR, R e 2 AFHR T AT 1971
-1974 FRESHR AKX SMEFEEZERT S K
SRS S TEX SO AR b, A SE 5 1R
WTREERREER XN Z TRBREEER.
L L 5] 22 W 0 A 3 (8] I3 380 4 A T 5 T
2 o

ik, e S AR IR T EAE T SO X B s B
=HE R & 2B 22 BYTE LR AR A g —

MR, JRAERIES 2002 5% DR & T 2 2 4
WY, AKX 2011 4 H R CR4E, P 518) o, il
RSN R SIS ( ERBENRGE L vs.
SYHTRAER RS 2) HEAT T HLEHI R RE, B > gl T X
AR IR B B R T B AE S (IR, M6 p) T8 BY 2 T
BT B AW, X IE R RS 1 MEhEe, BEETRIL
B BIEHNA G MR GEM R . RS 2 7E5%
Wedss , o F i) B E & AT M52 5 A
R 1 g5 AR, T A AT 5 P04 22 ( Kah-
neman,2003) . DL “4ixE 5" R @], AT E X
“SEIBEE T AL, — 7 TE 23 AR I AR AR I AR B 1R
(10) s =4 1E (65) M HEMBE R H SRS EE R A
B A 4 LT B SR, SR (s S
B TERRG | AR AR ET RN,
XS BT o5 A 43 B B Al T O 1e] =5 68 1 (65 ) BRARAH
fH(10) . MR, R5% 1 WA STL2ZH T AL
B, SR ERE R RS 2 WNEAS
WFEW, SR 1 AT T AR
TR N S R T BE AR Jr A, HiX
RN SRS MRS 2 R HA” B E
PRI 5 B B 208 SRR e 2 2 BB B Y 32 Wi T 1 3
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VAL R BRI AL 2 A pR 4R, Ho b M (B PR R
B SAEACKHIE , B S BRI 451 55 AR 128 ok P 4
Bk, FTiRS RO, 75 i 2 (A 7E A8 L A5 5% AT
i, HAPPHMRIE E 2L Y TR R 4 SRR R
LRI SZ R, X 3K 25 F3Z 10 B 40 7 D0 b 0 0 2
WS, TdEBAE SR B8 AT 6 i 5 — 4 % fE
B W EKTSE, fln, Bzl BETFHREER
WE R LR R AT, (B8 B4R & W E T8
WHEERTE ELAEARER, X FEEHN R
EMBEENBRS REAAR, ZEET N RARSE
FERE(SHEERERE FTXE) MOWHEE, M
WAEET N SR ZZE (SRARE FEFET
WE) R RIS R o B B 48 £ [F] S5 {1 5%
R, MAL T2 HAO PR E TR TR, BB
ARRBUT VN AT FR M, 640, #5145 100 Jo7
A PE ARG 100 JTi=E B PUR RS, HhA)
TEYL, AMTR 2808 O BRI K Fik st . BIEFR
JE 2 R IR T BT 08 1 2% HLaRE R B R T, K&
XSGR EE A BEVR AN T B 32 A5 o X AR AT TH
X 52 458 I3 A0 1] T R 5K, T TR 3 i P 3
o1 T AR AL &E . [, R JE 2k S 5 BRI 40
RHEHIE RS 1 BB AR BIEL R, A, i3
B BRI B AR Bk ) RS2 SR
BB B 3G T X [ 22 (E B U E B AR . 3398
B BURMERR AT A0 B B 2 B, AR i PR
TRIR Y 2B I, AR ZRAT B bR BHE 2 At
1] = il IMBEZR 1 1) & A AR SR, T ) A I it
B R MK & 4 # ZFR ( Kahneman & Tversky,
1979) . {HIS—1R 12, S MUK 5 51 R L 1E
THAREE R B &2 0 Fsg i ) S, SIRE G
BE L ECRREE) PRI AT S - &
EABAE” BRZNH WA A

1981 4, R e S Fifr iR B A (B 22) E R R
“IREERESR G IEFROHA” b ATT R BI HEp e 7]
BB R T RS SR A7 AE HEBR N TG ( Tversky &
Kahneman,1981) , X & J& & I K 3 3 00 41
SR OEEE S B AOR TS 8 KX 5 W
EWEH ZIE SR TR, PTIBHE SRR NI 48 i A8
o Yo R S [ R 4 SCAMCAS e S8 o R S 7 B 15
A%, BT SRR E BR AT A R R R, X
S S B FEFAECGT L) T A A A s =& Y
HHEE="HHNFARIMR T2, W, KR
S HELLSOR B 7= At R B IR F RS 1 B,
ZELATR, BATFH2 Y - Hidmt Rk, AR
LIS — EFRORI AL, MR AT
RBUE AL T B B F) 23 80 HS e KAL S B 00 “ 3 PEAT O
o MRJE SRR U B i T A Mo 5 00 IS R

TMINE TR ZMA S50 DSBS
BIE R, AANTH & B B H 8 5 30025 A
M FR Gk HL AT TR0 A i 22, A5 EL AT R SR Al 4t
22 R A QNHE SRR BT 48 7 1) & R Im AT I 5% . )
UL, BUHENE SHELERON HHIEDh T & T A
RIRH R RAAR B S L A S e RN, AT
AT WA BLE T IR SO I Al

2.4 FREWMITAHAZTFZIME

FEA 1980 4R, R 2 5 HE A TR s
BEAEHE, ERBNITHETRHZL MEY
(Thaler) #4T T — R BN AT R & Fr 4T, Pk il
EANEBERBTIT REFFEX —~LEFE 5L
X AEPHRHEAE , Rt B ZEE IR T 2017 43 N
IRETFE . |, AR i i T4 A& AR BRI Ak
TEs T T AW R 2 B R, AMURBLT
Z: BRI X T 4 W ) S 2 s ), T HL B 0k T 2
FIWr P R AEE R M B S . B, RIe 2% A
KRR 238 77 3K 1 32 T B WRR TR R A 1oy S dafe it
B 200 EILMTE R, —FRIBRAIZIRE—-EHIKR
Mg &, BN H 200 37T ; 75 —Fh Rk iz
RE—HLMET T 200 Lo &, WEBCH K
Mo E. GRER 71% KNI HT—Fh k4
TR RANTH B 58% [ NIA K JGE —FhBk AT M
RATHRZM . ERH, ATHIH AT, AR
BT Za AR EANRME, BB T R R RA T
A, ( Kahneman et al., 1986a; Kahneman et al.,
1986b) .,

HiR, Feg 5EMENEMNITHET FINE
B - BRSOV AT T PRSI Y . BERAK
N ELAHE MR TES A S 5 R B A B
BTERAEHAEZY RN B, ERAMHRIET
A P E TR A, R SR EY &R
BT B ERAH EL , A LW B 2SR A5 B Y
M4k F 7 2 ( Kahneman et al. ,1990), K25
R ENE SR E LY T B 58 5 Sk Rk
W, EE RN T3 T WTA ( Willingness to ac-
cept) WTP( Willingness to pay) Z B2 R, X
ST B 28 A 122 9 58, 1) 35 7 915 5K ( Kahneman et
al. ,1991) . %5 b, BEWASSON & —Fh B S AR 1 Hh 3 i
FEMR K RZIS, EMEETSN MT A8
B CBEET %,

oAb, R S AR T 2R T T IH Sk sk h
FRL B G3 TK TB]AE, J6 TRATTTE 3647 T 3% e SR AR
SRR LR, T H S BB 5 2R (Tver-
sky & Kahneman,1981 ;Kahneman & Tversky,1984) ,
filan, R it T —Hihk: — N ABIRIB S &3
ZRTERFENE, HREANTEN STEEE
REFVIBEEEHRI B E XX, X T 682 H FiZH
RPEANT BURATRF , HORERTOERNE,
AT BE A ) T Bl K, R A AT AN BB — 3
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PEZMES - LKA, BRI OIS, R NMA
XFEGHT TR S TR SRR, %
FATTFIR, S8 DA E SRR, B AT
PRADZ SRR, HERLAET, A
[ SR AR A RBAH B AR, &R P
SR R TR I FH B s ARt 2 A Al Y, X 2 0
P P A BURE - JERR . —JROR T, AT
FHCFEHRM &S LBGE E M4, mxf & 5h
PR3 PRI T 22 T K B — 2, 330568 BURT 1] e B A
RSB R A EREN G B SR AME, 25
ERTR, REE REEEFT IR FRIT G TR
AR RAMCHAT N AT 2% AT R &R AT I
AL LTI L T R, T EL X BUR € &
U5 MEBURBA M SERE L

2.5 FRENHBHA L CHEEBEAFTT

FTAE(2000 4F) Hif s, RJe 286 1E & Ak
LB A B SBOR B R IEZ 5O A8
SRR TAE, DA R A 2 AR AR R &
TEHEXXEMIE R, B, RIESIN VDR A
IS F RN SRE T A EBRE MM AL
B FERKE, 2RI THANAER., FEI18
AT, BORE T A4 I T — R A S, A
BN R IR 5w, AMTRAE =R EN (&
SREE) TR, RSN RETTFEIRL EE 0
RS AMS AR, AR, HAEEE
TR A B A T i b A A A 2l
PRI 1 5 ol 42230 14 2 8 ( Kahneman et al. ,1997)
T, RESLaEEE ENMK S TIHERAET
S PTRSON  ROSRAUT AR 50T . R
AT RERRAREUNEMFEZ A, %W
i P L 4R B ) BR (B AT ) R Sk
R, BEER, RSN ZREREANE
R H A4 RO . BT S , AR /T
FHICAZ R A B s 280 AT U &, H A g iz 200 vy
MRAEHAN 5 it £ 4RA R K E R AR B 1 [
WPER G SR, X T 25 R B S5 R (I 5, BT
AP TR T 224 1 1 = R {2 56 2 46 A 11 B B
&, BN ERMERERENE,

BN Qe YL =¥ 5 Il by tuk P4 03 E LN S
RPN 23 300 & B R 5 3R, 1 & X0 R 1042 5
AR, EEX A AR AR, HMXFM AR
SO PR [ B S 4 B A3, BI PPN =2 AE R I 52
o o IPEH 324 R R TR 8 I B AT H AR 15 1Y
SV T, T A T S A 8 AR TE — R
[ AR B B RIRTHE BRTS . R EER 2 Re2
FET I 20V Ty vk S BRI OT B 2R IR T S B
FMEE . Ak, 8K W4 X 1 26 PR % i B B
PEUT B T2 WAL , {5 By i 52 1Y) B N1 28 B3R 18 02
VBT~ R B F AR % ( Kahneman , 1999 ,2000) ,

BEMW, RSV @ T RS2 A B WA
XA AT R EL MR & . Prigikmas:
2L A F SR AR RENMATEAAR ST
Bpes TR 26 I AR M vk . PEE B BB AL AT 2R
R A R, i B 25 WS A B I R S
fERTFT . T H B R e AR 5 R a5
P (1) F905 0 B T % PR o B TR AT T B A A
s, FEA TN AN1E 2Tt [\ e Ak
NP ARG, A EWEAMUTE S &
5 TE IR MR HOR MR, T B4R T A
ATAE B AE S F0YE 3l anef 3 B B+ [ 7 T A 5030
PRI 38 A X % WL 3 48 19 U & ( Kahneman et al. |
2004a) , IKAM,2010 48, R JE S BB 2015 435 DR
ST FRA FHEE(EE BERRFERET) Bk
TN T B & AT A 08 BSR4, TR 1S 45
FMBD) 3o AT it 45 T5fn mE ik e
BRI AR EE, KA 5AEEWEE
IR, TR QR I 5 N2 H 3 1E
SRR EETNEER. ZHRHABRREN, U
ANATEAE TG T 5 2 4 BB N — 1R ( Kahneman &
Deaton,2010) ,,

TEXT bR AT 35T 5 2 W= A B ABE & PR TR S5
EENSSUE R AR L, R 8 REEHERET
AHEFEHE SARBORSH W ERZ R A U
a8, HihERFEREK S ETENER WSEEN HE
Pk EEal EAR A, Bk - E R ER—E R
B8] S04 B0 0 3l 0 e 1B 48 R S i SRR, T U 48
BN 5 1R R B AE AN A PR A T BB ], U R
FEA PR (Unpleasant ) , U 5507 &K A 48 24K,
U 35 BRI & 0k & = 48 /&% ( Kahneman et al. ,
2004b) . E ik, RJEE N ATEE N O M KRR
FAFZ WA RESA R AN E B T 54
BraExt AR MISEAE IR IR, FEXT BUR B L 5 A FE B
WEAEER LR 54 24 (Kahneman &
Sugden,2005) .,

3 FRENERIESIRZK

1954 4, RESTEEMA AR RFZLHERA
BB B2 3] I RGO Bl 22 2 6 f, DA /D B B
By BEAE AR, LT I8 T BB T R F O 2 R 5
HEWL B EBAZE . FEeSEFREE
WA FEAE OB S BB R R AT & T T
AFPHE (& AR |, FEXHAT & & I 5
RGRGEATIN ,, RS HIAIN T Ll AE S
— DR 2 - AL, BIXS B B A S
FRATCIE T Ath AT 45 T oK B B2 5 R UL ( Lindzey &
Runyan ,2007) , Az 2, R E7E—IK
B A TR KR AR T SRR U i AR
2N, AR FEEHNBEERD T RMEL, ik
RFREPR T EAH R, BMEDIE AR, Xik-R B 28
BB L B 3{E [FE B4 (Kahneman & Tver-
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sky,1973) , BT B % 4 P AL T AR AR
BT 45T R, RIUNE 45 F &30, H THRIER
LAY IME [BUERKOR , 26 (5045 AT 2 Jal s A P A 1
NRFET (R E R T RORIEHALE) M
TESM A SO 215 2 22 5 (B BT 8 2 T ORI R
P H A 4T ) (Lindzey & Runyan,2007) , EiRFI4:
ELMBAMEIAMUEERE T RS2 SRR
XoF AT 5 0 b 1) S & X5 R 2= I R B SEEFSE
BB g T 8 & 40327 R T B L (7]
B, BLE %k AR T — FF B A SCHE R 5T
S0 T TR ST, BVELS I R SE b A e TE = SE B
3.1 Hlur 5T & e Bk £

MR, 62 ke ik S E BT W E
FIBTH R R S MEF R REAR R ZRIER
[, IEE T SRR, R SR
FETEXT B R ER R BE )T I iR 2 WY [R] I ( Kahneman
& Tversky,1996) , B sJHAE T Qi B By A £ 5
Z R A AR 2 T ANTEN IR 2R, 5k
TH BRI R i 22 BT 18 LR S T, 3% — R
RO EIERESAE 2011 FIR RN B4 EE
YE——( B4, R 512), DL KAt & H 5 k% i)
FIATICRS B R IFE ) SRS M T R F R A
X RESCE S, Fln, X T Ak R e 2 H.O M A
LREAVSERRFESE B RWMWE, N T
RESBMPRIK KRR, FR2EVCRB TR/
(Premortem) ” XS e, “HATI " BARHE =
RPCEMC G AR 3R, %718 P — K R I 3R
AT BA B A Sk 2% , 5 WA SR M 45 BT R LR — 1> ]
BT RIVE—F /NS R T,
HEERAB M, EH 5 - 10 43 Bh 5 B X Y18 WY 7T B
JRE” o PR, T A6 Tt A0 A 2 R
T SN E R RIE R, BP AT 1) ™ E AR A T3
58 U T, BRI, R T 4 v T A MR, — R
“BEIIFR RSN E R B . BB ER
BRI H SR X 8 O3 H B Rk, 1 2h
2 L) A T 22 22 LA 25 4L PR 35T B T A
B R RS, Ak, %5 TR K I AW 5 i
WA RIS R, R R EAHE BT E R E
R TRARARN , T LAAE I W 55 10 vp 22 P BB £ B
W B E AR, T4 T3 S AE ( Kahne-
man,2011)

WAh, R 2R R4, P 518 ) b Xt B FHAE
LB NS R A A R AR O BRI (AN AT BT ¢
SR AR ORI S BT O S S BB 43 T R 3 )
AL BRI (KA DR =LA WLB RT3
L) WA A B R 2 45 1 T BRI, BpsE
FAEZL (X B DT M 2 X BREH TG TP
YNCAE G T3 ik R Am 2 F A ER Chlra M
PR PR A A 32 HAB R AT Ay 2 Bk S e T
TTER L) , DAL X O BRI P R B RN #E 1T R

WZE. BN, MEBPEE Nz HORANE XK
EHTHE T A E B (RERS 2 Tk
P UNOA B B S R AT BTN, EA
RIKEFFFRIRE BRI , RIF— 1 FEHET
HAEFE - IREZ (Thaler et al. ,1997)
3.2 HErL IR b ey Kk A

2021 £E,87 A mig ke 2 S EEE LM T
CMErE : NI BREG Y , TP B AMTEHITE R
ST BT AU AR S R PR < M 2 FEFS , B Hh
ZRB TR ARG, TTRANE TEA L
A HIBERLPE R R o 22 R S [R50 7 7= A
AR, HFER R KT A, K2
SRR A W S RO o S B R BE AL AR, A
WIS 2% A A B2 i AR K Y A8 3 Fh i
&R, MERREMEEEERIITIEPIR PRI, 1E
EKIZ I 5 BT PSR Rl HIR 5 &M £ Z B
N F IR SRS I i A7 AR 22 VR T, B A
TR 3 S m2E T 5 e P, DU S S IR R
( Kahneman et al. ,2021),

TR AT R BR AW 5 W b py s, R e
SREVEETE(ME) B RS T/ ET iR
PA” KR, UL R BAT YR A SRR 6 1 SR .
(1) AW ey B T7ETUER PR, TTATE T MRS
(2)EMGe T B4E, RSP ARIE A A2 (3) X
FIWT AT 249 4L, 78 H A 8 LA M S A 555
(4) $EMHIA BB B3 ; (5) SE3RBUZ o A Wi 3 iy ok
SEHIWT, SR 5 FEX X e W A T IS5 (6) FIAHXT ]
WrAAEX B RS EAT . MO, BT H R AR ARE
AT, REE REIFEEERRET —~Hh gtk
FEER B R AT WG 138 PG B, R 4% BT REUW A
RFIWT T R RIAI A B8 anfel i A5
Al A e R AR G B IR T B T AT TR A B
(Kahneman et al. ,2021) , AEFH, FlE22% A4t
Xof MRS BT R M B R A SR ], DA R MR 7 A
A I B [FARE 18 T3 A 75 T S B A 25 R G
PR 22 4 S 22 o
3.3 By HFAE P AgAA B

IR EET R HIE 5K R I L UERFIT R
AW EWANT: S5 A LR AL, B DK
AR e 5 B 2R 1, i T 50 1 2 L o 77 J%
S, RR R EN AN AT R E R SR
SRR AT IR ZE TR RS IR . X TFHZEBUR DL
TE B IR SR BE ) S A RO AT B, A 32 B TIR L
B A AT 5 PR s A R F R
Fo EMHIT AT FREGNRYTHGZE REE
HATREFZRE” WBL T RAH—( B
HORM#E BRI E MZERE) . ©RE
SRR, URRAIRRNRZERCT TG
I Bl 1 A R PR AR B AR A 1 T S % (Thaler &
Sunstein, 2008 ) . I, ZE8 5 AT HUHIEIS Bt
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RIS K B AT R EEE L MR
ZaTH R T RIFRSCR, #FmEsREE ST
2006 fEiE T T AENMEE 5B B RBEINER” (Tha-
ler & Sunstein,2008) . I4h, T B BT T 2010 5%
ST SRIBTHEIDAER 1T AL IA”, BTE
RE AW 5 0SR B E BUR T Ab 3 S A A LB
RHIE , FHTEF O B I B EF S m s T
“TE/NERIPRE” 1 B EHCR (Halpern,2015)

3.4 BhipEFAEEPTOLRBYE

KE OGOV 5% (Pinker) 1211 TR B =
FEARE] A AR B R A B A Z AT R
FE A B LB, R TE B R HL B AR AT R 5
PRERE R F ARG N 32 @ 59, (ER B =2 48 AR
—ERZ R, X O H IR AR IR R
HR, ERBGEE T AN 58 F 53 248
B E B, MU RBIR 2 SRR ER
H B S IR UBE T EL A 2 BE S 938 R BB th AR
BBK, IEMBERE WA RS A K E 2
T I = FR R PR TR VAR, T AR R e ) B R th &
B A HE, B=, ERMALIFARX K
AR A FR RN, AR 4B R B 8 SR IR 4 2k
FUEME S, AEXAMMEmELSERNFETER
(Pinker,1997) , "] W, BT R 62 SRR I
WIFRIE , ANTIAE H A T rh R 8 OC 13 A9 2 A I 7E a8
AR DBE B BK b, B A A
i K £ MR 4 22 T B RRAR AT O B SR AR R

RREXRIHANTZ I SEERB TP RR
Finl, FEEFEIANTIEIZ B RETE 2526 T

- YR I SE I (B 208 o P IR G — Apk ) e dss

i 1] 22 Mg, 2248 AT ITE XS PR B v A I # 47
[EIAPEPE I, 8 % B ACAT BT 4 I 59 B SR 300 v Ak
T Y Ve Rt R AR A, (H X PR AR SO0 o A I Y R
a3 AN 8RS ( Kahneman et al. ;1993 ; Redelmeier &
Kahneman,1996) . - J& & #8 /& 30 3% H R o0 B 3
PR e 35 B A L, (EL B SE 30 B O R B 50T e B 3R
B EL“GREBR” 11, HE S22 B 3R SRR A 24D
WHRRA"M, XSSO0 B RE F R
REEARK, MARK 1 P LHIciZ H R E ¥ 7B+
EAMRZE BT ERME T E AR RE
B, £ 2R ABGE (Kahneman ,2011) , 40, A4
A it U B A A A 0 A T EE12 (A
R) L BRICE THEHER - LHEER", —KiBK
I RPN, HESRIFHEIERUNFHZAR IR
THPETFIL, REZRET RS2, KRRk
ST\ RD HE A 26 47 B )

BEAh, R R AT XA R T A8 SRR B &
FISHIERF RN E S =2 48 B T X Ay, Horp
TAESHIEREERANTE AT E A RO B iR
B B R 5 B E I, TS24 B AT
TEH WA 0E R A B — N DN

. XN T LAESEBKEEE, BEABENES
SREHGE I & B R8N H 2 BT
G, AT IREREFERENNEAEKHE
B R IA BT R R, EE A, AT
NATTTE B3 ARG AR BB SR PR AR 20 22 W3 S
L EE L BEE SR s ) Z g ik, RJE
SR 5 AR UM AR R T R s AR R e B AR
B ORI TAE T BR 2o i AT AR 1 R AR i
BFPREEAR |, — B AR Z T AT jE D
BRI 1 B BRI o B 25 P A T AN 5 DA B 3R
R sE %k b
4 FTRBHFERAR
4.1 EBRMAFEREORERE

REE B LEFEHIIRAR MR FE X
MR IR S AL, X F 5 iR 2E ARG 35 SR AE IR R M
ME S HB A E IR Y., B0, R e 8 MR iR
SR TEA W 5 BB R3S BT 487 1) i 22 25
g — LRI PR R, BT 2002 R JE 2 IR IR
NRETFFRZIR, K e & AMUTEHELEREH I+
o AR 53R B S R SR EIe X BT 8 7 B HI W 5 T
T4 22 A T LA b B AR, T HLTE 2011 4R 1 R Y
(R, P 518) IR B R G R T P B 4
FRBLZR G %o 4] I 5 e SR 22 59 4E AL ) ( Kahne-
man,2003,2011) , XE R T KB Z 4 NEKE
EAGHTIF R BIRL R . EXERETT B, RJE
SRR A I P S IR A 5 BB A TR I R
BT SR, IR AW IR X 2B R AR
( Kahneman & Frederick,2002,2005,2007 ; Novemsky
& Kahneman,2005a,2005b) .,
4.2 BATQEMBELRP T L4

RIe 2 KA 1EE TC— B/ MU T 5 3R e
SRR A , i 7E 58 LA 0 SR BT I B A
HEAT B FRFTEE , B A B 45 T SR B i s 4T 5 &
L. XAEBIEE W RRPR XS] TR, ’
7 —AME SR R BRS8N S PR
AR, MR . AED, R e 20k
4 — ISR S AR e 52 B O W I 3 €, T X
IERR =R T B R R AL M B A B AR, 4
HUMES R Z, 2012 4R, B 5 R4k 208
ZWAT ARSI RS, RRERMUEE C#F
YRR BAH DG T | T B S R [ 3 6 , T L3 24 FF 3L
fEBREERRSEAT A 3l BB ZE AW 2 1 BA B R S T R
KB OEFERRT RS ERITER S B FiseE, 8
WA AR IR SE B 38 FRAR 20 2 A ok 64T S 3 R U Y
MHEEERE, IR RS R Rk, X
RIWEHEBRA(HR)RE, A Z TR (Yong,
2012),
4.3 BREBBOGITHSE

R e X FER AR R M) Sl B WIr s T
fih 2R 5 0 B RN SOt 38 B AT FE A0 1@ S, IR
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BN v R & A H AL B SR IR GG,
FHT RO E R WA AT B2 AL, i, 2k
BN 5 R E AT T 3 A T R A PHE A P
GIEF R R B O 5 5O & AR, X — 3R
M HERTERRNE B C MR bU, LAk
HREFZANOLEZRERT ST RN, B
Ja , R e STE X AR A% H SRR 57 45 5 1) 5 5
B2 SIS RO E R TS R,
LR EMPHAAS R 5 RO E HETEE RS, I 6
AR, T 2B A RSk G PRI TFR BRI &
Z<(Gilovich et al. ,1998 ; Ariely et al. ,2000 ; Bateman
et al. ,2005 ;Kahneman & Klein,2009 ; Killingsworth et
al. ,2023) . fln, XK JE 8 MR R T 2 M 8
R GME” e 4R B i B BE, IR A
X« A B E R B {28 ( Gigerenzer ) , H F
BEAEE B /RUEMS (Hertwig) WikZ R E 215 , ik
T TP EERT SR, JP R R T WA A i 3L
T 4516 ( Mellers et al. ,2001) ., ££ |, X365 PriE
EVEVFS BUR TORERE B T TR A A TR AN VR 0] ) T
BAEM. EWMREEAANFE: “RABEEHHRH
R IRFEFF R BRI = ARB 0 — a7
(Lindzey & Runyan,2007), %z EJFik, £JE 2800
A AU T #R T R EH, S
EMEF S s RO B . B BB SR B 4 TR
W FFBOOA R 5 2 5 SO 3 AT X P & 1E BT
Z 1 B TR IO 4 40 A b B8 4 A AR SEVAE B A 5 MG
P AR B QR AR TR o
5 #ig

2 LR, R e 8 REEARTE AN LB
KI, AR ARL Pl RS2 B AR R 4%, AT
SERS A B SE, IFRE AR BT T RO B A A o
HESWENE, RS MEZFARTEA RN A
A SRR R —— AR R R R —
N[ F W e iR —— H R B4R R g ——4 2R
RN X RFRE 8 S A 1EH PO 2= B3 5T
M2 ARHFIRSEES . MRESIEHL
AP TSR B B R TSE 5D T OO A
HIRTMIESENFARAGERME SO L
BRI E SR o

&% ik

Ariely, D. , Kahneman, D. , & Loewenstein, G. (2000 ). Joint
comment on “When does duration matter in judgment and de-
cision making?” Journal of Experimental Psychology : General,
129,524 - 529.

Bateman,l. ,Kahneman,D. ,Munro, A. ,Starmer,C. ,& Sugden,
R. (2005) . Testing competing models of loss aversion; An ad-
versarial collaboration. Journal of Public Economics,89,1561
—1580.

Gilovich,T. ,Medvec, V. H. ,& Kahneman,D. (1998). Varieties
of regret: A debate and partial resolution. Psychological Re-

view , 105,602 - 605.

Halpern ,D. (2015). Inside the Nudge Unit. New York ,NY ; Ran-
dom House.

Kahneman,D. (1973). Attention and effort. Englewood Cliffs,
NJ : Prentice — Hall.

Kahneman, D. (1999 ). Objective happiness. In D. Kahneman,
E. Diener,& N. Schwarz( Eds. ) , Well - being : Foundations of
hedonic psychology ( pp. 3 — 25). New York: Russell Sage
Foundation Press.

Kahneman,D. (2000) . Experienced utility and objective happi-
ness; A moment — based approach. In D. Kahneman & A.
Tversky( Eds. ) , Choices ,values and frames( pp. 673 —692).
New York ; Cambridge University Press and the Russell Sage
Foundation.

Kahneman,D. (2003 ). A perspective on judgment and choice
Mapping bounded rationality. American Psychologist, 58,697
-720.

Kahneman, D. (2011 ). Thinking, fast and slow. Farrar, Straus
and Giroux.

Kahneman,D. , & Beatty,J. (1966) . Pupil diameter and load on
memory. Science 154 ,1583 — 1585.

Kahneman,D. ,Beatty,J. ,& Pollack,l. (1967). Perceptual def-
icit during a mental task. Science, 157,218 —219.

Kahneman,D. ,& Deaton, A. (2010). High income improves e-
valuation of life but not emotional well — being. Proceedings of
the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of Amer-
ica,107(38) ,16489 —16493.

Kahneman, D. , Fredrickson, D. L. , Schreiber, C. A., & Re-
delemeier,D. A. (1993 ). When more pain is preferred to
less : Adding a better end. Psychological Science ;4,401 —405.

Kahneman,D. , & Frederick, S. (2002 ). Representativeness re-
visited ; Attribute substitution in intuitive judgment. In T.
Gilovich, D. Griffin, & D. Kahneman ( Eds. ) , Heuristics and
biases : The psychology of intuitive judgment ( pp. 49 — 81).
New York : Cambridge University Press.

Kahneman, D. , & Frederick, S. (2005). A model of heuristic
judgment. In K. J. Holyoak & R. G. Morrison ( Eds. ), The
Cambridge handbook of thinking and reasoning ( pp. 267 -
293). New York; Cambridge University Press.

Kahneman,D. , & Frederick,S. (2007 ). Frames and brains; E-
licitation and control of response tendencies. Trends in Cogni-
tive Sciences 11,45 —46.

Kahneman,D. ,& Klein, G. (2009 ). Conditions for intuitive ex-
pertise ; A failure to disagree. American Psychologist ,64(6) ,
515 -526.

Kahneman,D. ,Knetsch,J. L. , & Thaler, R. H. (1986a). Fair-
ness and the assumptions of economics. Journal of Business,
59,8285 — S300.

Kahneman,D. ,Knetsch,]J. L. , & Thaler, R. H. (1986b). Fair-
ness as a constraint on profit seeking: Entitlements in the mar-
ket. The American Economic Review ,76 ,728 —741.

Kahneman,D. ,Knetsch,J. L. , & Thaler,R. H. (1990 ). Experi-
mental tests of the endowment effect and the coase theorem.
Journal of Political Economy ,98,1325 —1348.

Kahneman,D. ,Knetsch,]J. L. ,& Thaler,R. H. (1991). Anoma-

lies: The endowment effect,loss aversion, and status quo bias.



106 i BEE R

2025 4E

The Journal of Economic Perspectives,5,193 —206.

Kahneman, D. , Krueger, A. B. , Schkade, D. , Schwarz, N. , &
Stone, A. (2004a). A survey method for characterizing daily
life experience: The day reconstruction method. Science , 306,
1776 - 1780.

Kahneman, D. , Krueger, A. B. , Schkade, D. , Schwarz, N. , &
Stone, A. (2004b) . Toward national well — being accounts. A-
merican Economic Review ,94 ,429 —434.

Kahneman,D. , Sibony, O. , & Sunstein, C. R. (2021 ). Noise: A
Slaw in human judgmens. Little , Brown Spark.

Kahneman,D. ,& Sugden, R. (2005 ). Experienced utility as a
standard of policy evaluation. Environmental and Resource E-
conomics ,32,161 — 181,

Kahneman,D. ,Treisman,A. ,& Gibbs,B. J. (1992). The revie-
wing of object files: Object — specific integration of informa-
tion. Cognitive Psychology,24,175 —219.

Kahneman,D. , & Tversky, A. (1973 ). On the psychology of
prediction. Psychological Review,80(4) ,237 —251.

Kahneman,D. ,& Tversky,A. (1979) . Prospect theory; An anal-
ysis of decision under risk. Econometrica ,47 ,263 —291.

Kahneman, D. , & Tversky, A. (1984 ). Choices, values and
frames. American Psychologist 39,341 —350.

Kahneman,D. , & Tversky, A. (1996). On the reality of cogni-
tive illusions; A teply to Gigerenzer’ s critique. Psychological
Review 103,582 —591.

Kahneman, D. , Wakker, P. P. , & Sarin, R. (1997). Back to
Bentham? Explorations of experienced utility. Quarterly Jour-
nal of Economics, 112,375 - 405.

Killingsworth ,M. A. , Kahneman, D. , & Mellers,B. (2023). In-
come and emotional well — being: A conflict resolved. Proceed-
ings of the National Acadamy of Sciences of the United States
of America, 120 (10). €2208661120. doi: 10. 1073/pnas.
2208661120.

Lindzey,G. ,& Runyan, W. M. (2007). A history of psychology
in autobiography( volume IX). American Psychological Asso-
ciation, 750 First Street, NE Washington,DC.

Mellers, A. ,Hertwig,R. ,& Kahneman,D. (2001). Do frequen-
cy representations eliminate conjunction effects? An exercise
in adversarial collaboration. Psychological Science,12,269 -
275.

Novemsky,N. , & Kahneman, D. (2005a). The boundaries of
loss aversion. Journal of Marketing Research ,42 ,119 —128.
Novemsky,N. ,& Kahneman,D. (2005b). How do intentions af-
fect loss aversion? Journal of Marketing Research 42,139 -

140.

Pinker,S. (1997). How the mind works. New York ; Norton.

Redelmeier,D. , & Kahneman, D. (1996 ). Patients’ memories
of painful medical treatments ; Real — time and retrospective e-
valuations of two minimally invasive procedures. Pain 66,3 —
8.

Thaler, R. H. , Tversky, A. , Kahneman, D. , & Schwartz, A.
(1997). The effect of myopia and loss aversion on risk tak-
ing: An experimental test. Quarterly Journal of Economics,
112,647 - 661.

Thaler,R. H. ,& Sunstein, C. R. (2008) . Nudge : Improving deci-
sions about health ,wealth ,and happiness. New Haven: Yale U-
niversity Press.

Tversky,A. ,& Kahneman,D. (1971). Belief in the law of small
numbers. Psychological Bulletin,76,105 —110.

Tversky, A. , & Kahneman, D. (1974 ). Judgment under uncer-
tainty ; Heuristics and biases. Science ,185,1124 —1131.

Tversky, A. ,& Kahneman,D. (1981). The framing of decisions
and the psychology of choice. Science 211,453 - 458.

Yong, E. (2012). Nobel laureate challenges psychologists to
clean up their act. Nature. https://doi. org/10.

Daniel Kahneman’s Psychological Thoughts and Academic Legacy

Xu Fuming'”,Liu Anning'
(1. Faculty of Education, Yunnan Normal University , Kunming 650500 ;
2. School of Education Science,Nanning Normal University , Nanning 530299 )

Abstract ; This paper provides a comprehensive overview of Daniel Kahneman’ s psychological thoughts and his seminal contributions to
psychology , economics, and behavioral public policy. Firstly, it systematically reviews and synthesizes Kahneman’ s pioneering work
across domains including visual attention and effort, heuristics and biases, prospect theory and framing effect, endowment effect and fair-
ness judgment,as well as experienced utility and psychological well — being. Secondly , it critically examines representative case studies
in which Kahneman translated empirical findings into applied psychological solutions to address real — world societal issues. Finally, it
highlights Kahneman’ s distinctive academic personality—characterized by intellectual evolution and rigor, self — questioning and critical
thinking ,and a collaborative spirit embracing adversarial dialogue. In sum,Kahneman’ s psychological insights have not only deepened
our understanding of rationality , cognition ,and decision — making but also catalyzed interdisciplinary integration between psychology and
economics. Furthermore , his work offers profound implications and practical guidance for addressing critical public policy issues and so-
cial dilemmas.
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